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THE PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on April 13, 2005, at 2:30 p.m. to 
hold a closed hearing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE CONSTITUTION, CIVIL 
RIGHTS AND PROPERTY RIGHTS 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on the Constitution, Civil 
Rights and Property Rights be author-
ized to meet to conduct a hearing on 
‘‘Less Faith in Judicial Credit: Are 
Federal and State Marriage Protection 
Initiatives Vulnerable to Judicial Ac-
tivism?’’ for Wednesday, April 13, 2005 
at 2 p.m. in SD–226. 

Witness List: Mr. Lynn Wardle, Pro-
fessor of Law, Brigham Young Univer-
sity, J. Reuben Clark Law School, 
Provo, UT; Mr. Gerard Bradley, Pro-
fessor of Law, University of Notre 
Dame Law School, Notre Dame, IN.; 
and Dr. Kathleen Moltz, Assistant Pro-
fessor, Wayne State University School 
of Medicine, Detroit, MI. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON PERSONNEL 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Personnel be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen-
ate on April 13, 2005, at 1:30 p.m., in 
open session to receive testimony on 
active and reserve military and civil-
ian personnel programs, in review of 
the defense authorization request for 
fiscal year 2006. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON READINESS AND 
MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Readiness and Manage-
ment Support be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
April 13, 2005, at 10 a.m., in open ses-
sion to receive testimony on high risk 
areas in the management of the De-
partment of Defense in review of the 
defense authorization request for fiscal 
year 2006. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON TRADE, TOURISM, AND 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Trade, Tourism, and 
Economic Development be authorized 
to meet on S. 714—Junk Fax Preven-
tion Act, on Wednesday, April 13, 2005, 
at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Linda 

Jantzen, a Defense fellow in the office 
of Senator MIKULSKI, be granted floor 
privileges during the consideration of 
H.R. 1268, the emergency supplemental 
appropriations bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

IMMIGRATION LEGISLATION AND 
THE EMERGENCY SUPPLE-
MENTAL APPROPRIATIONS BILL 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I am 
very troubled that on this Defense sup-
plemental bill, designed to provide the 
resources necessary for our soldiers in 
the field to defend themselves and exe-
cute the policy of the United States of 
America against a hostile force, we are 
now moving into a prolonged and con-
tentious debate over one of the issues 
that all of us must admit is critically 
divisive and contentious and important 
in our country; and that is, the immi-
gration question. 

As we all know, the 9/11 Commission 
made several recommendations involv-
ing security issues affecting this coun-
try, particularly in identification and 
better control over those who would 
come into our country, particularly 
those trying to come in illegally. That 
was debated in the intelligence bill. 
Then an agreement was reached. The 
House decided to put in that REAL ID 
language, designed to be consistent 
with the recommendations of the 9/11 
Commission for security purposes—not 
an immigration bill, security bill lan-
guage, their version of it. This Senate 
has not put any such language in the 
bill at this time. 

I will say this. That is one thing. I, as 
a prosecutor, and somebody who has 
served on the Judiciary Committee— 
and we have wrestled with this for 
some time—have come to the very firm 
conclusion that the Sensenbrenner lan-
guage is important for our security. We 
need to do something like this. We 
have waited too long, I believe. That is 
my view. 

But now on this floor I am advised we 
are going to have the Mikulski immi-
gration bill offered, and then we are 
going to have the Craig-Kennedy 
AgJOBS bill, which is a bill breath-
taking in its scope, an absolute legisla-
tive approval of amnesty in an incred-
ible scope, and absolutely contrary to 
the very generous but liberal position 
President Bush has taken with regard 
to immigration. That is going to be run 
through on this Defense supplemental, 
and we are going to have to vote on it. 

The committees have not studied it. 
We have not looked at all the alter-
natives that might be considered or 
other legislation that I am interested 
in, such as legislation that would em-
power our local law enforcement to be 
better participants in this entire activ-
ity. All of that will be swept away, and 
we will come through with a bill where 
we give a million-plus people, who are 
here in our country illegally—they 
would be granted temporary resident 
status, by proving that they worked at 

least 100 hours illegally. And then, if 
they worked 2,060 hours during a period 
of 6 years, they then are adjusted to 
legal permanent residents, what most 
people call green card holders, a status 
that is a guaranteed track or pass to 
citizenship, and they can bring their 
families with them. 

This bill will take 1 million people, 
and it will put them on a guaranteed 
track to citizenship, people who have 
come here illegally. 

Now, what about the people who have 
followed these H–1B, H–2B visa pro-
grams who have worked here legally? 
Can they get advantage of this track? 
Do they get put on a process by which 
they become citizens? No. It is only the 
people who are here illegally. 

This is a bad principle. It is a matter 
of very serious import for law. I was a 
Federal prosecutor for 15 years. It 
hurts me to see the indifference by 
which our Nation has handled our legal 
system regarding immigration. 

Should we allow more people to come 
here under legitimate conditions? Ab-
solutely. I am for that, legally. I am 
prepared to discuss that. But I am not 
for a plan that guarantees amnesty for 
people who have come here illegally 
and not providing the benefits to those 
who may be talented, maybe have the 
skills we need right now, those who do 
not have connections to criminal or 
terrorist groups. We ought to be work-
ing on that angle of it. 

I am a team player and I want to see 
things done right, in this Senate. I 
want to see our leadership succeed. I 
want to see good policy executed. But 
we are not going to take this issue 
lightly. I suggest that it would be an 
abdication of our responsibility as Sen-
ators if we allow this to be rammed 
through, attached to a bill, without the 
American people knowing what we are 
doing. They need to know this. It is 
going to take some time for them to 
learn what is being considered here. 
Senators need to learn what is in this 
bill. They don’t know yet. 

This AgJOBS bill had 60-something 
cosponsors last year. Now I understand 
it is down to 45. Why? People are read-
ing this thing. It is bad law, bad policy. 
You tell me—this will be the second 
time we have passed an amnesty bill, if 
AgJOBS were to become law. Passing 
another amnesty bill would do nothing 
more than send the signal to those 
around the world who would like to 
come to the United States that the 
best way to become a citizen is to come 
in illegally and hang on; they will 
never do anything to you, and eventu-
ally there will be another amnesty out 
there? That is why we are concerned 
about it. 

Yes, there are hardship cases. Yes, we 
want to be fair to everybody. We want 
to be more than fair. We want to be 
generous. But we have to be careful if 
we have any respect for law. Some-
times people think in this body— 
maybe they have never had to deal 
with it as I have—that laws don’t have 
much import. They do. They are impor-
tant. They make statements. A society 
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